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Response to Amendment 

2. The amendment filed on June 09, 2008 has been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection and response to the arguments. 

• Claims 1-21 and 23 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

The Applicant in essence argues "Bailey does not teach any indicating of a 
change and not indicating of a change of the unread/ already-read information 
corresponding to an unread electronic mail based respectively on a first 
command and a second command." Page 9 second paragraph. The examiner 
respectfully, disagrees. Bailey teaches commands such as clicking, activating, 
highlighting, scrolling etc (see for example col. 4, lines 53 to col. 5, lines 15. In 
the case when a message is opened by highlighting or clicking which the 
examiner interprets as the first command the status of the list changes as a 
read (see fig. 3, item 52. In the case for the second command Bailey teaches "if 
the displayed messge does not fit in the preview pane entirely (such as partial 
display of the message step 82) the flag remains FALSE (the state remains 
unread. Second command is interpreted scrolling where the flag remains false 
because the entire message is not displayed. Another command could be also 
the expressly override of the user which keeps the status unchanged/unread 
col. 5, lines 54-60). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors 
Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology 
Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. 
patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed 
before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is 
determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- 
AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

1. Claims 1-6, 8-13 and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bailey et al USPN (5835084). 

As per claim 1 , Bailey et al teach a device for reading electronic mails (device 
10, fig. 2), comprising: 
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a storing unit storing unread/ already-read information corresponding 
to each of received electronic mails [storage 34, stores received unread email 
messages addressed (received) to a user col. 3, lines 60-67 and col. 4, lines 33- 
56]; 

a controller indicating a change of the unread/ already-read 
information corresponding to an unread electronic mail in a case where a body 
of the unread mail is displayed in response to a first command (highlighted or 
opened message is indicated as read) and not indicating the change of the 
unread/ already-read information corresponding to the unread electronic mail 
in the case where a body of the unread mail is displayed in response to a 
second command (Bailey teaches "if the displayed messge does not fit in the 
preview pane entirely (such as partial display of the message step 82) the flag 
remains FALSE (the state remains unread. Second command is interpreted 
scrolling where the flag remains false because the entire message is not 
displayed. Another command could be also the expressly override of the user 
which keeps the status unchanged/unread col. 5, lines 54-60); and a 
managing module changing the unread/ already-read information of the storing 
unit based on the indicating of the controller [a processor executes a method 
for distinguishing between read and unread messages col. 5, lines 15-65 and 
col. 6, lines 21-38. see fig. 3 and abstract]. 
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As per claim 2, Bailey et al teach the device according to claim 1, wherein said 
storing unit stores the state of "unread" or a state of "already-read" of a 
corresponding electronic mail as the unread/ already-read information [col. 5, 
lines 10-23]; and 

said managing module creates a list in which an electronic mail of 
which the corresponding state information stored in said storing unit at a 
predetermined timing indicates the state of "unread" is registered (5, lines 54- 
65 and col. 6, lines 21-38. see fig. 3), and 

said controller executes a process for displaying a registered 
electronic mail in said list on a display according to a request for reading the 
registered electronic mail [col. 3, lines 60 to col. 4, line 56 and col. 5, lines 1- 
14]. 

As per claim 3, Bailey et al teach the device according to claim 2, wherein said 
controller specifies the electronic mail with the state of "unread" on the list 
corresponding to the request by use of said list, and displays a body of the 
specified electronic mail on said display [fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 1-23]. 

As per claim 4, Bailey et al teach the device according to claim 1, further 
comprising a display controller displaying a screen for searching the electronic 
mail with the state of "unread" on the list managed by said managing module 
on said display [fig. 3; col. 3, lines 60 to col. 4, lines 7 and col. 5, lines 1-23]. 
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As per claim 5, Bailey et al teach the device according to claim 4, wherein said 
list holds information of the plurality of registered electronic mails in 
predetermined sort order [fig. 3, col. 4, lines 33-44]; 

a pointer is set at any one of the information in said list [fig. 3, and col. 
4, lines 45-52]; and 

said display controller displays the screen for searching an electronic 
mail registered next to the registered electronic mail corresponding to the 
information pointed by the pointer and/ or a previous electronic mail of the 
registered electronic mail corresponding to the information pointed by the 
pointer [fig. 3, and col. 4, lines 45-52 and col. 6, lines 21-26]. 

As per claim 6, Bailey et al teach the device according to claim 1, wherein the 
predetermined timing is a time point of which reading the body of the electronic 
mail is requested [col. 4, lines 24-65]. 

As per claims 8, 15 and 22, these are a storage medium and method claims 
with similar limitations as claim 1 above. Therefore, they are rejected with the 
same rationale. See the rejection of Claim 1 above. 
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As per claims 9 and 16, Bailey et al teach the invention wherein said storing 
stores the state of "unread" or a state "already-read" of a corresponding 
electronic mail as the unread/ already-read information [col. 5, lines 10-32], 

said managing module creates a list in which an electronic mail of 
which the corresponding state information stored in said storing unit at a 
predetermined timing indicates the state of "unread" is registered (5, lines 54- 
65 and col. 6, lines 21-38. see fig. 3), and the method further comprises a 
process for displaying a registered electronic mail in said list on a display 
according to a request for reading the registered electronic mail [a processor 
executes a method for distinguishing between read and unread messages col. 
5, lines 15-38]. 

As per claims 10 and 17, Bailey et al teach the invention wherein said 
controlling specifies the electronic mail with state of "unread" corresponding to 
the request by use of said list, and displays a body of the specified electronic 
mail on said display [fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 1-23]. 

As per claims 1 1 and 18, Bailey et al teach the invention, further comprising 
displaying a screen for searching the electronic mail with the state of "unread" 
on said display [A list of unread/ already ready messages is displayed on list 
pane 50 col. 3, lines 60 to col. 4, lines 7 and col. 4, lines 33-56. See fig. 3 and 
col. 5, lines 1-54]. 
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As per claims 12 and 19, these claims have similar limitations as claim 5 
above. Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. See the rejection of 
Claim 5 above. 

As per claim 13 and 20, Bailey et al teach the invention, wherein the 
predetermined timing is a time point of which reading the body of the electronic 
mail is requested [col. 4, lines 24-65]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7,14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bailey et al USPN (5835084) in view of Doganata et al USPN 
(6728714). 

As per claims 7, 14 and 21, although Bailey et al shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention including a message window with icon buttons enabling 
a user to store, reply, forward and print message, Bailey does not explicitly 
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show deleting message list on the basis of a request for an end (end command) 
for reading an electronic mail. Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the 
art and would have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by 
Bailey et al, as evidenced by Doganata et al USPN (6728714). 

In analogous art, Doganata et al whose invention is about System and 
method for assigning unique identifier to deleted unopened original sender e- 
mail after delivery, disclose deleting a message list (category of a classified 
electronic mail) on the basis of a request for an end of reading the electronic 
mail by a user [Col. 5, lines 15-61. See fig. 3, steps 36-38). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bailey to support mechanism of deleting a list of electronic 
mails for advantage of improving storage space. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to YASIN M. BARQADLE whose 
telephone number is (571)272-3947. The examiner can normally be reached 
on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http:/ / pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Yasin M Barqadle/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 53 



